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and he was responsible for their ' good demeaning and
bearing' *. At Dublin and Waterford every citizen had to
answer for his apprentice's wrongdoing by day and by
night " as he would for his son if he were of age, that is to
say, if he can count twelve pence, as is the law of citizens
and burgesses " 2. In addition, the master bore responsi-
bility ' for the good and sufficient workmanship ' of the
work wrought by his apprentices. To lend authority to
his position he was allowed to chastise the refractory
apprentice within due measure ; in an indenture of 1448
an apprentice of Ipswich bound himself to learn the art
of a barber, while his master agreed to give instruction
and ' suitable clothing, shoeing, board, bedding and
chastisement' B. At Worcester any one could correct his
servant or apprentice ' according to the law'4. What
exactly this meant we may learn from Exeter, where a
master unlawfully chastised his servant ' in bruising of his
arm and broke his head '. The wardens ordered that the
master should pay the doctor's bill, the servant's board
and heavy amends, as well as a fine to the gild ' for his
misbehaving against the craft'5. Again the apprentice
of a London barber complained against his master for not
' well-using him in beating him '6. Sometimes the gild
authorities took in hand the punishment of an unruly
apprentice; the apprentice of a London carpenter, for
instance, * for his lewd and evil traditions * was ' whipped
1 In the ordinances of the Weavers of Bury St. Edmunds (1477) it is
laid down that a master is responsible for those whom he employs : Hist.
MSS. Comm. i^th Rep. App. viii. 135.
8 Dublin : Gilbert, Documents of Ireland, 242. Waterford : Bateson,
Borough Customs, i. 222 (c. 1300). At Ipswich proof of age was deter-
mined by the ability to measure cloth and count money : Bacon, Annals
of Ipswich, 70.
3 Hist. MSS. Comm. 9th Rep. part i. App. 259. Similarly, Records of
Leicester, iii. 50 (1543).
* Smith, English Gilds, 390 (1467). In an indenture of 1396 the master
was to instruct the apprentice debito modo castigando, et non aliter : Arch&o-
logical Journal, xxix. 184.
5  Smith, English Gilds, 322 (1481).
6  S. Young,   Annals  of the  Barber  Surgeons  of  London   (1890),   263
(r573)-     There  are many entries  of  floggings  and imprisoment:   ibid.
260.    For   other complaints of undue chastisement,  showing  that the
apprentice was not unprotected, see Newcastle Merchant Adventurers* L
240-241.